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is to treat knowledge simply as a case of resemblance,
conformity, or causality, between something we are
conscious of and something we are not conscious of.
What we are conscious of we may be said to know
immediately. But the something we are not conscious
of, how can that be known. The only possible pretence
of an answer is that the knowing of it is wholly constituted
by its somehow resembling, or corresponding to or causing
what is actually present to consciousness. But this
pretended answer in all its forms is utterly indefensible.
The supposed conformity, resemblance, or causality is
nothing to us unless we are in some manner aware of it.
If I am to think of A as resembling B or as corresponding
to it or as causing it, I must think of B as well as of A.
Both A and B must be in some way present to my
consciousness.

The very distinction of truth and error involves this.
Truth is frequently defined as the agreement, and error
as the disagreement, of thought with reality. But this
definition, taken barely as it stands, is defective and mis-
leading. It omits to state that the reality with which thought
is to agree .or disagree must itself be thought of, and that
the thinker must intend to think of it as it is. Otherwise
there can be neither truth nor error. I may imagine a
dragon, and it may be a fact that dragons do not actually
exist But if I do not intend to think of something
which actually exists, I am not deceived. And, on the
same supposition, the actual existence of dragons exactly
resembling what I imagine would not make my thought
true. It would be a curious coincidence and nothing
more. So in general, if we assume a sort of inner circle
of presented objects, and an outside circle of unpresented
realities, we may suppose that the presented objects are
similar or dissimilar to the real existences, or that in some
other way they correspond or fail to correspond to them.
But the resemblance or correspondence would not be truth
and the dissimilarity or non-correspondence would not be
error. Even to have a chance of making a mistake we
must think of something real and we must intend to think